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Before MCMILLIAN, RICHARD S. ARNOLD, and HANSEN, Circuit Judges.

PER CURIAM.

Aaron Coppenbarger appeals from the final judgment entered in the District
Court* upon hisguilty pleato conspiring to manufacture methamphetamine, inviolation
of 21 U.S.C. 8§ 846. The District Court sentenced Coppenbarger to ten years and one
month imprisonment and five years supervised release. For reversal, Coppenbarger
argues the District Court erred in denying his motion seeking a substantial -assistance
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downward departure. We grant the government’ s motion to supplement the record on
appeal. For the reasons discussed below, we affirm the judgment of the District Court.

First, the District Court did not err in refusing to grant the downward departure
sua sponte. See United States v. Wilkerson, 179 F.3d 1083, 1085 (8th Cir. 1999);
United Statesv. Kelly, 18 F.3d 612, 617 (8th Cir. 1994). Nor did the District Court err
in not compelling the government to file a substantial-assi stance departure motion in
the absence of a substantial threshold showing that the government’ srefusal to filethe
motion was in bad faith, irrational, or based on an unconstitutional motive. See
Wilkerson, 179 F.3d at 1086. Coppenbarger’s bare allegations that he provided
substantial assistance did not make the required showing. See Wadev. United States,
504 U.S. 181, 186 (1992). Finaly, the District Court did not improperly rely on the
possibility that the government would in the future file a motion for reduction of
sentence under Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 35(b), as Coppenbarger failed to
demonstrate any right to a substantial-assistance motion at sentencing. See United
States v. Licona-Lopez, 163 F.3d 1040, 1043 (8th Cir. 1998).

Accordingly, we affirm.

A true copy.

Attest:

CLERK, U.S. COURT OF APPEALS, EIGHTH CIRCUIT.



